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R EMARK S 

Tiic Examinci- aUowecl claims 26-29. Applicants eratefully acknowledge the Exainiiici's 
indication oT allowed subject raatlcr. 

Tl»c lixaminer objected to claims 12 and 31-37 as being dependent upon a rcjcclcd base 
cUiitn, but would bo allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of tlie limitations of 
the base daini and atiy intervening claims. Applicants gratcruUy acknowledge the Rxaininer's 
indication of allowable subject matter. 

'Hie lixaminer rejected clain^s 9. 10, 1 1 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) a.s allegedly 
being unpatentable over Krivokapic et al. in view of Kiimar. 

The Examiner rejected claims 23-25 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Kii-vokapie et al. in view of Kumar suid fiiilhcr in view of Yu. 

I hc Examiner rejected clauTi 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allcgally being unpalcnlablc 

over Yu in view of Kumar. 

Applicants respectfully travei-so the § 103 rcjeclions with Uic following arguments. 
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The lixamiucr rejected clahm 9, 10, 1 1 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103Ca) OS aUcgcdly 
being unpalenlable over Krivokapic et al in view of Kumar. 

Tlic Examiner rejcctai claims 23-25 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
iinpalentable over Kirvokapic et ai in view of Kumar and further in view of Yu. 

•n,e Examiner rejected claim 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Yu in view of Kumar. 

The Jixamincr indicated thai claim 12 would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the Ihnitations of the base claim and any intei-vening claims. 

Applicants have incorporated the limitatiol^s of claim 12 into independent claim 9. 
Applicants have amended claim.-; 3 1. 32, and 35 to each incorporate the limitations of claim 30 
Irom which claims 31, 32, and 35 respectively depend. Therefore, based on Uic Examincr-s 
indicnlion of the allowability of claims 3 1 , 32. and 35, Applicants respectfully contend that 
claims 31,32, and 35 are in condition for allowance. Since claims 33-34 depend from claim 32, 
Applicants contend that claims 33-34 .irc likewise in condition for allowance. Since claims 36^ 
37 depend from claim 35, Applicants contend that claims 36-37 arc likewise in condition for 
allowance. 
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CONCLUSION 



Biiscd on the preceding argunicnis. Applicants respectfully believe that all pending 
and the entire application meet the acceptance criteria for allowance and therefore request 
fuvoroblc action. If the Examiner believes that anything further would be helpful to place i 
application in belter condition for allowance. Applicants invites the Examiner to contact 
Applicants' rq)rcscntativc at the telephone number listed below. The Director is hereby 
authorized to charge and/or cretlit Deposit Account 09-0456. 





,mck P. Friedman 
Registration No. 44,688 



SchnKiscr, Olscn & Walls 
22 Century Hill Drive - Suite 302 
Latham, New York 12110 
(518)220-1850 
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